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Wentworth actually proposed to banish from Ulster, by pro-
clamation, all the Scots who were not considerable landowners.
It is not surprising that the Scots regarded him as their bitterest
enemy. There can be little doubt of the interdependence of
events in Ulster and in Scotland. Because the Scots at home
thought that Wentworth was 'bringing a verie Spanish inqui-
sition on our whole Scottish nation' in Ulster, they resisted the
more stoutly the introduction of Thorough across the Tweed.1
In addition to alienating the Ulster planters, Wentworth
antagonized the landowners of Connaught. A strong believer in
the plantation system, he was anxious to extend it in all direc-
tions. He began with Roscommon, where the jury was induced
to find that the king had a valid title to the land there—an
achievement rendered easy by the generally defective titles to
land in Ireland, Wentworth justified his proceedings on the
ground that the king, in restoring three-quarters of the land,
would take from the landlords nothing that was theirs and would
even give them something that was his. Another way of stating
the result of these legal proceedings would be to say that the
king took from the landowners one-quarter of the land whose
possession they had enjoyed unchallenged for some time.
In Galway the jury was less complacent, whereupon the
sheriff was fined heavily and the jury bound over to appear
before the castle chamber, a sort of Irish star chamber. This
severity was effective, and a later jury declared in favour of the
king, who thought it was just and reasonable that the resistance
should be punished by confiscating half the land instead of a
quarter*
A somewhat analogous method of raising money was applied
in the north. Proceedings in the star chamber against the Cor-
poration of London for failure to carry out the conditions under
which Colcraine had been granted resulted in a fine of £70,000
and forfeiture of the charter* It is curious to find Went worth
suggesting that Londonderry would make a suitable appanage
for the duke of York, for in 1689 that city sustained the famous
siege by the same duke, then James II.
The arbitrary treatment thus applied to whole counties
or corporations was equally meted out to individuals.   For
some rash words spoken after dinner Mountnorris, half a year
later, was summoned at twelve hours* notice to a court martial
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